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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

Claim 10 depends on cancelled claim 9 and "the plastic material " has no antecedent 

bases in any of the previous claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a-printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 2-3,6, 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by Brooke et al (39141 18). Brooke et al discloses an ribbon 2 which may be 
used at as an insert for a door light; the insert comprising: 

• A substantially planar top surface defining a plane; see figures 5-6 

• A raised portion at least partially surrounded by the planar surface 

• The raised portion includes at least two features 8 extending above the 
plane of the planar top 

• The raised portion having a substantially uniform configuration 
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• The raised portion includes at least tow raised concentric rings 8 
substantially centered on the insert 

• The raised portion includes a bullseye configuration having at least two 
concentric rings 

• The planar top surface of the insert has a thickness and the raised portion 
has a maximum height which is at least one quarter of the thickness; see 
figure 6 and column 3, lines 38-59 

• There are at least two raised concentric rings including an inner and an 
outer ring. The maximum height of the inner ring is equal to the maximum 
height of the outer ring. See column 3, lines 8-59 of Brooke et al. 

• The at least one ring id an uninterrupted ring 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-5,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Brooke et al (39141 18) in view of Pascucci (1504970). It is assumed that the outer edge 

of the raised portion of Brooke et al includes at least one truncated side provided on a 

portion of the outer edge and interrupting at least an outer concentric ring. Pascucci 

discloses an optical system of glass including concentric rings and a raised portion; the 

device include an outer edge near ref. No. 12 and two truncated side provided on the 
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outer edge and interrupting the outermost concentric ring 13; the truncated side is 
substantially perpendicular to the planar top near ref. No. 23. See figure 1 of Pascucci. 
The truncated sides are provided on opposite portions of the outer edge and are 
parallel to one another. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include the truncated side on the outer edge and interrupting the outer most concentric 
ring as shown by Pascucci in order to present a transition from the outermost ring to the 
planar surface. 

Brooke et al also discloses a planar bottom opposite the top surface, and 
defining a second plane, figure 6. However, Brook et al lacks the convex portion 
surrounded by the planar bottom and the convex portion recessed above the second 
plane of the bottom surface. Pascucci discloses a discloses a planar bottom near 
reference no 12, opposite the top surface, and defining a second plane, figure 23. 
Pacucci also shows the convex portion surrounded by the planar bottom and the convex 
portion recessed above the second plane of the bottom surface. The convex portion, 
reference no.s 13-21, having a substantially uniform configuration which conforms to the 
uniform configuration of the raised portion 11. In view of the above it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to modify Brooke to include the convex 
and raised portion in order to optimize the amount of light passing through the insert or 
lens. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brooke 
et al in view of Fujisawa et al (6002464). Glazing is commonly constructed from PVC, 
polycarbonate, acrylic impact resistant or shatterproof plastics or conventional glass. 
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The choice of materials has been considered a matter of choice. Plastic materials are 
employed from there shatterproof and strength properties. Fujiswa discloses a 
corrugated glazing of acrylic. One of ordinary skill in the art would have appreciated 
using any well known material capable of aiding in the intended use, function and 
purpose of the insert. One of ordinary skill in the art would have appreciated using an 
acrylic for its light diffusing properties as shown by the above secondary reference. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brooke 
et al in view of Pascucci as applied to claim 4 and further in view of Fujisawa et al . The 
secondary references are applied in the same manner as described above. 

Claims 11, 27-28, 31 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brooke et al in view of Kenny (4184480). Bullion glass is commonly used in 
windows and windows in doors. Most windows have frames in order to hold the glass to 
the intended structure. Kenny discloses a frame 28 for his corrugated glass. Further 
Kenny discloses a frame 28 having at least part of the frame abutting the outer edge of 
his insertIO to center the insert in the frame. The frame forms a central opening for 
exposing the raised portion 20 of the insert 10. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have appreciated the end use of the bullion glass of Brooke et al to be installed in a 
frame to establish its end use in a practical manner as shown by Kenny.The specific 
choice or use has been considered at matter of choice. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have appreciated any suitable or unsuitable choice deemed to be at the 
discretion of the user. 
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Claims 13,15-17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brooke et al in view of Pascucci. See above rejections for the application of the 
teaching of the secondary references to the base reference. Brooke has been 
considered in the same manner as described above and the secondary references have 
been applied in the same manner as described above. 

Claims 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Pascucci as applied to claim 15 and further in view of Fujisawa et 
al (6002464). Brooke has been considered in the same manner as described above and 
the secondary references have been applied in the same manner as described above. 

Claims 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Pascucci as applied to claim 15 and further in view of Dilouya 
(4823246). The grooves and peaks of Brooke et al are equal from the center to the 
outer edge ring. Dilouya discloses a light insert 20 with concentric rings having different 
zones with differently sized grooves/peaks. The projecting portion has a plurality of 
peaks, wherein a maximum height of the peaks is substantially centered on the outer 
edge and the height of peaks of the projecting portions decreasing at a constant rate in 
a radial direction from the maximum at the outer end to the least in the center. See 
zones 23-21 and figures 1 and 2 and the accompanying text. Dilouya also discloses that 
having the different zones changes the reflective properties. To give the light insert 
different reflective properties, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to having the projecting portion with a maximum height at the center and the height 
of the peaks decreasing at a constant rate in a radial direction from the maximum 
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height at the center to the minimum at the outer edge It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the glass insert 2 of Brooke et al to not only 
include the convex portion but also the various zones with different peak sizes in order 
to enhance/improve the optical properties of the glass. 

Claims 22, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Dilouya. See above application of the secondary reference. 
Dilouya has been applied in the same manner 

Claims 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Kenny as applied to claim 27 and further in view of Fujisawa et 
al (6002464). The secondary references have been applied in the same manner as 
described above. 

Claims 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Kenny as applied to claim 27 and further in view of Fujisawa et 
al (6002464). The secondary references have been applied in the same manner as 
described above. 

Claims 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Kenny as applied to claim 27 and further in view of Pascucci. 
The secondary references have been applied in the same manner as described above. 

Claims 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brooke et al in view of Dilouya. The secondary references have been applied in the 
same manner as described above. S~\ A a /) 




